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« 

REIVTAR KS 

The Rxamiiicr objected to FTG, 2. 

^rhc Examiner objecled to claims 27-31 «s allegodly "being dependent upon a rejected 
base clauTi, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form ineluding all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims'*. Applicants gratefully acknowledge the 
Examiner's indication of allowable subject matter. 

The Examiner indicated that claims 55-56 arc allowed. Applicants gratcfiilly 
acknowledge the Examiner's indication of allowed subject matter. 

The Examiner rejected claims 1-25 and 55 under 35 as.C, §101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Tlic Examiner rejected claims 1, 7-8, 13-15, 18, 26, 32-33, 38-41, 44 and 46-47 under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(b) as allegedly being anticipated by Microsoft Corporation, copyright 1999, 
Microsoft Excel, referred as Excel, screenshots, pages 1-8. 

The Examiner rejected claim 57 under 35 U.S.C. §102(b) as allegedly being anticipated 
by Microsol\ Corporation, copyright 1999, Microsoft Excel, referred as Excel, screenshots, pages 
1-8. 

The Examiner rcjcctctl claims 17, 19, 43 ami 45 under 35 U.S.C. §103 (a) afs allegedly 
being unpatentable over Excel as applied to claims I and 26 above and further in view of Polili, 
Conferencing Software Available for Windows, Info World, Feb 7, 1994, vol 16, iss 6, pg. 44, 1 
pg. Printed from ProQuest as pages 1 -2. 

The Examiner rejected claims 20, 22-24, 48 and 50-54 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as 
allegedly being unpatentable over Microsoft Corporation, ct^pyright 1999, Microsoft Excel, 
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rcfeiTccl as Bxccl, scrccnshots, pages 1-12 in view of Bel/berg (US Pat No. 6,134,535), 

The Examiner rejected claims 21 and 49 under 35 U,S,C. §1 03(a) as allegedly being 
unpatentable over Excel in view of Bel/,berg as applied to claim 48 above, and further in view of 
Business Editors & IligliTech Writers, Bel?.berg Technologies Inc, Awarded U,S, Patent for 
Spreadsheet Trading Technology, Business Wire, Oct 20, 2000, page 1, printed from ProQucst as 
pages 1-2. 

Tlic Examiner rejected claims 9-12, 16 and 34-37 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as allegedly 
being unpatentable over Excel as applied to claims 1 and 26 above, and further in view of Khan 
et cil (US Pat No. 6,1 57,934). 

The Examiner rejected claim 42 under 35 IIS.C. §1 03(a) as allegedly being unpatentable 
over Microsoft Corporation, copyriglit 1999, Microsoft Excel, rcfciTcd as Excel, scrccnshots, 
pages 1-6 in view of Khan et al (US Pat No. 6,157,934), 

Applicant respectfully traverses the drawings objections, §101, §102 and §103 rejections 

with the following arguments. 
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Drnivinas Objections 

The Examiner objected to FIG. 2 alleging there is no description of E^, Ej, and in the 

spcclficntion, 

hi response, Apph* cants respectfully contend that E,, Ej, and E3 arc described as a 
*1>ordcrm[j cdg<j" tn Ihc specification on page 5, lines 15-16 which recites: "For example, the 
drawer (i^ 1 , 2, N) may be furtlicr opened or further closed by dragging a bordering edge 
Kt of the drawer D; instead of by dragging Uic tab Tj," (emphasis added). 

Accordingly, Applicants respoclfuUy request that the objection to FIG. 2 be withdrawn. 
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Tho Examiner rejected claims 1-25 and 55 under 35 V.S.C. §101 allegedly **bccau,se Iho 
claimed invention is directed Lo non-statulory subject matter. The claims fail to meet MPEP 
2106's detlnilion of a datastmcture: such claimed data struclurcs do not define any slructural and 
funcUonal intciTelationships between the data structure and other claimed aspects of the 
invcnlion which permil the data slruclarc's functionality to be rcali/cd. In contrast, a claimed 
computer-readable medium encoded with a data stixicture defines shaictural and functional 
iiitciTelationships between the data sti-ucture and the computer software and hardware 
components which permit tiie data structure's, funcLionality to be realized, and is thus statutory,". 

In response,. Applicants have amended claims 1-25 and 55 to claim a "computer-readable 
medium comprising a data display structure encoded therein". 

Accordingly, Applicants rcspeetfijUy contend that claims 1-25 and 55 arc not 
unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. §101. 
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■ < 

35 I J.S,C,S102fb^ 

Tlic Examiner rejected claims 1, 7-8, 13-15, 18. 26, 32-33, 38-41, 44 and 46-47 under 35 
U.S.C* § 102(b) as allegedly being anticipated by Microsoft Corporation* copyriglit 1999, 
Microsoft Bxccl, referred as Excel, scrcenshots, pages 1-8. 

Since claims 1 and 26 have been canceled^ the rejection of claims 1 and 26 under 35 

aS.C,§ 102(b) is moot. 

Applicants rcspecirully contend that claims 7-8, 13-15, 1 8, 32-33, 38-41, 44 and 46-47 
arc not anticipated by Excel, because Excel docs not teach tlie feature: *Svhcrcin each drawer Dj 
(i=l, 2, N) includes a tab adapted to be dragged in a first direction to open drawer Di in the 
first du'cction and adapted to be dragged in a second direction to close drawer Dj in the second 
direction*'. 

Applicants note that allowable claim 27, as well as claim 2 which was not rejected over 
prior art, comprises the preceding limitation of claims 7-8, 13-1 5, 18, 32-33, 38-41, 44 and 46- 
47. 

Based on the preceding argutncnts, Applicant rcspcctfiilly maintains that "Excel, 
scrcenshots, pages 1-8" does not anticipate claims 7-8, 13-15, 18, 32-33, 38-tl, 44 and 46-47, 
and that clauns 7-8, 13-15, 18, 32-33, 38-41, 44 and 46-47 are in condition for allowance. 

The Examiner rejected claim 57 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as allegedly being anticipated 
by Microsoft Corporation, copyright 1999, Microsoft Excel, referred as Excel, scrcenshots, pages 

^ 1-8. 

Applicants respectfully contend tliat claim 57 is not anticipated by Excel, because Excel 
09/886,199 23 
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docs not teach ihc feature: "wherein each drawer D. (i=l, 2, N) includes a tab Tj adapted to be 
dragged in a first direction to open drawer Dj in Ihe first direction and adapted to be dragged in a 
second direction to close drawer in the second direction". 

Applicants note that allowable claim 27, as well as claim 2 which was not rejected over 
prior arl, comprises the preceding limitation of claim 57- 

Based on the preceding arguments, Applicajit rcspectfally maintains that ''Excel, 
scrconshots, pages 1-8" docs not anticipate claim 57 and that claim 57 is in condition for 
allowance, 
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35 U. S.C. § 103(a) 
aaini s 17. 19. 43 and 45 

The Examiner rejected claims 17, 19, 43 and 45 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as allegedly 
being unpatentable over "Excel, screenshots, pages 1-8" and furLhcr in view of Polili, 
Conferencing Software Available for Windows, Info World, Feb 7, 1994, vol 16, iss 6, pg. 44, I 
pg, printed from ProQucst as pages 1-2. 

Since claims 17 and 1 9 depend from claim 2, which Applicant lias ai'gued supra to not l^c 
unpatentable over "Rxccl, screenshots, pages 1-8" under 35 U.S.C. §1 02(b), Applicant maintains 
lhal claims 17 and 19 are likewise not unpatentable over "Excel, screenshots, pages 1-8'* in view 
of Polili, Conferencing Software Available for Windows, hifo World, Feb 7, 1994, vol 16, iss 6, 
pg. 44, 1 pg, printed from ProQuest as pages 1-2 under 35 U,S.C, § 103(a), 

Since claims 43 and 45 depend from claim 27, which Applicant has argued si4pra to not 
be unpatentable over "Excel, $crccnshots, pages 1-8" under 35 U,S.C §l02(b), Applicant 
maintnins that claims 43 and 45 arc likewise not unpatentable over "Excel, screenshots, pages 1.- 
8" in view of Polili, Conferencing Software Available for Windows, InfoWorld, Feb 7, 1994, vol 
16, iss 6, pg. 44, 1 pg, printed from ProQucst as pages 1-2 under 35 U.S.C, §103(a). 

Claims 20. 22-2 4. 48 and 50-54 

TJie Examiner rejected claims 20, 22-24, 48 and 50-54 under 35 U.S,C. §103(a) as 
allegedly being unpatentable over Microsoft Corporation, copyright 1999, Microsoft Excel, 
referred as Excef, screenshots, pages 1-12 in view of Bclzberg (US Pat No. 6,134,535). 

Applicant respectfully contends that claims 20, 48, 53, and 54 arc not unpatentable over 
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''Uxccl, scrccn55hots, pages 1-12" in view of Bclzbci-g, because ^T-xccl, scrccnshots, pages 1-12'* 
in view of Delzberg docs not teach or suggest ihc feature: "wherein each drawer D; (i=l, 2, N) 
includes a lab Tj adapted to be dragged in a first direcrion to open drawer D, in the first direction 
and adapted to be dragged in a second direction to close drawer in the second direction". 

Applicants note that allowable claim 27, as well as claim 2 wliich was not rejected over 
prior art, comprises the preceding limitation of claims 20, 22-24, 48 and 50-54. 

Daseti on the preceding arguments. Applicant respectfully maintains that claims 20, 22- 
24, 48 and 50-54 are not unpatentable over ''Excel, scrccnshots, pages 1-1 2*' in view of Bel/.berg 
and are in condition for allowance. 

Clai ms 21 and 49 

The Examiner rejected claims 2 1 and 49 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as allegedly being 
unpatentable over Excel in view of Uclzberg as applied to claim 48 abovc^ and further in view of 
Bu.stncss Editors & High Tecli Writcra, Bel/bcrg Teclmologies Inc. Awarded US Patent for 
Spreadsheet Trading Technology, Business Wire, Oct 20, 2000, page 1 , printed from ProQucst as 
pages 1-2. 

Since claim 21 depends from claim 20^ which Applicant has argued supra to not be 
unpatentable over "Excel, scrccnshots, pages 1-12'* in view of Belzberg under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a), 
Applicant mainlains that claim 21 is likewise not unpatentable over "Excel, scrccnshots, pages l- 
12" in view of Business Editors & HigliTech Writers, Belzberg Technologies Inc. Awarded US 
Patent for Spreadsheet Trading Technology, Business Wire, Oct 20, 2000, page 1, printed from 
ProQucst as pages 1-2 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 
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Since claim 49 depends from claim 48, which Applicant has argued supra to not be 
unpatentable over ''Excel, screenshols, pages 1-12" in view of Belzberg under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), 
Applicant maintains that claim 49 is likewise not unpatentable over ''Excel, soreenshots, pages 1 - 
IT" in view of Business Editors & High Tech Writers, Belzberg Technologies Inc, Awarded US 
Patent for Spreadsheet Trading Technology, Business Wire, Oct 20, 2000, page 1 , printed from 
ProQucst as pages 1-2 under 35 U.S.C §103(a). 

Claim s 9-12. 16 mid 34-37 

Tlie Examiner rejected claims 9-12, 16 and 34-37 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as allegedly 
being unpatentable over Excel as applied to claims 1 and 26 above, and further in view of Khan 
et al, (US Pat. No. 6,157,934). 

Since claims 9-12 and 16 depend from claim 2, which Applicant has argued supra to not 
be unpatentable over "Excel, scrccnshols, pages 1-8" under 35 U.S.C, §102(b). Applicant 
maintains lliat claims 9-12 and 1 6 arc likewise not unpatentable over "Excel, screcnshols, pages 
1^8'' in view of Khan under 35 U.S.C. §103(a). 

Since claims 34-37 depend from claim 27, which Applicant has argued supra to not bo 
unpatentable over "Excel, scrcenshoU?, pages 1-8'* under 35 U.S.C. §102(b), Applicant maintains 
that claims 34-37 arc likewise not unpatentable over "Excel, screcnshots, pages 1-8" in view of 
Khan under 35 US,C. §l03(a). 
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CONCLUSION 



Based on the preceding argumenLSj Applicaiits respectfully believe Uiat all pending claims 
nncl the entire appUcalion meet the acceptance criteria for allowance and therefore request 
fnvomble action. If the Examiner believes lliat anything further would be helpful to place the 
application in belter condition for allowance. Applicants invites the Examiner to contact 
Applicants' representative at the telephone number listed below. The Director is hereby 
authorized to charge and/or credit Deposit Account No. 09-0457, 




Jack P. Friedman 
Registration No, 44,688 




Schmeiserj Olscti & WattA 
3 Lear Jet Lane, Suite 201 
Latham, New York 12110 
(518) 220-1850 
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